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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7-16, and 18-26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The newly added 
limitations are met by Chan US Patent Publication No. 2003/0159143. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1,2,3, 8, 23, and 24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Whitehead US Patent Publication No. 2002/0040476 in view of Chan 
US Patent Publication No. 2003/0159143. 

Regarding Claim 1, 2, 8, and 23, Whitehead discloses an information processing 
device for displaying an electronic program guide [0001], comprising: a program 
information storage unit storing one or more pieces of program information as 
information about programs for composing an electronic program guide [0008 
lines 1-5]; a moving picture storage unit storing one or more moving pictures for 
identifying the program information; and a program guide display unit for 
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displaying an electronic program guide including moving pictures [0008 lines 5- 
11]. 

However, Whitehead fails to explicitly teach of a device wherein the program 
guide display unit displays a moving picture for identifying a program by changing 
the size of the program depending on the output duration of the program. This is 
a common property of any electronic program guide available in the industry. The 
time slots are assigned to each program based on their duration. To have the 
video segment time slot also allotted to each program based on duration would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. Therefore at the time the 
invention was made this technique would have easily benefited the consumers in 
quickly deciding what they should expect to see on a given channel at a certain 
time. 

Whitehead also fails to teach the claimed feature of simultaneously displaying a 
plurality of moving picture programs. In an analogous art, Chan discloses this 
feature in Figure 6 [EPG is shown where the broadcasted videos from 
different channels is displayed on a single screen]. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Chan and Whitehead to devise an electronic program guide capable for 
displaying a mosaic of videos on a single EPG screen. 
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Regarding Claim 3, 6, 24, Whitehead discloses an information processing device 
[0013] for displaying an electronic program guide having one or more pieces of 
program information having a program identifier as information for identifying a 
program and range of time information as information showing an on-air range of 
time of the program [0014], comprising: a program information storage unit 
storing one or more pieces of program information [0018 Iine11-13]; and a 
program information display unit for displaying one or more pieces of program 
information out of the program information stored in the program information 
storage unit [television displaying the EPG]. 

Whitehead again fails to show that the program information display unit 
determines the size of display frame of one or more pieces of program 
information to be displayed, on the basis of one or more pieces of range of time 
information possessed by one or more pieces of program information to be 
displayed, out of one or more pieces of program information stored in the 
program information storage unit. Assigning time slots to each program in the 
EPG grid based on its duration is well known in the art. Therefore, at the time of 
the invention the inclusion of such a feature would have been apparent to one of 
ordinary skill for the benefit of quickly displaying television program related 
trailers. 

1. Claim 4, 5, 7, 9-16, 18-22, 25, 26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Whitehead US Patent Publication No. 2002/0040476, in view of Chan 
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US Patent Publication No. 2003/0159143 in further view of Matthews, III US Patent No. 
5,815,145. 

Regarding Claim 4, 5, 13-16, 18, 25 and 26, all of the disclosed limitations are 
shown above in Claim 3 except encompassing an input accepting unit for 
accepting an input of instruction of program information to be focused out of one 
or more programs displayed by the program information display unit. 

In an analogous art, Matthew discloses an EPG in FIG. 4 showing a Video 
program guide 100 displaying for a viewer multiple video programming tiles 102 
corresponding to programming available on selected channels during a 
programming schedule period. At least one of the video programming tiles 1 02a 
includes a multi-frame video segment 104a relating to programming available on 
a corresponding one of the selected channels. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill to adjust the display frame on the basis of the time slot of the 
program since it is well known in the art to have EPG time slots assigned to 
programs based on their duration. 

Regarding Claim 7, 11,21, Whitehead discloses an information processing 
device for displaying an electronic program guide Figure 2 having one or more 
pieces of program information including a moving program identifier 16, range of 
time information [Time axis of the grid], and a moving picture [Video clip being 
shown]. However White head fails to teach that the moving picture possessed by 
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the program information is displayed by changing the display method of moving 
picture on the basis of the range of time information. 

In an analogous art, Matthews shows in Figure 4 that the different cells of the 
EPG can all have a video simultaneously displayed. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Matthews and Whitehead to produce an EPG capable of displaying video trailers 
of programs. 

Regarding Claim 9 and 19, Matthews discloses that the display method of 
moving picture is moving picture reproduction, display of still picture contained in 
the moving picture, or frame feed reproduction of the moving picture Figure 5 
step 134. 

Regarding Claim 10 and 20, although it is not explicitly disclosed in either 
Whitehead, Chan or Matthews that the moving picture is displayed by changing 
the reproduction speed on the basis of the rang of time information, it is obvious 
that the reproduction speed depends on the duration of the program. A shorter 
program will have shorter number of scenes to be shown as trailers whereas a 
longer program will have a lot more scenes to be shown for trailers. Hence the 
reproduction speed will depend on the entirety of the trailer. The longer the trailer 
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the slower the reproduction speed will be. Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to include this feature. 

Regarding Claim 12 and 22, Matthews discloses the representative still picture 
as still picture representing the moving picture holds a representative identifier in 
pair as information for identifying the pertinent representative still picture [Figure 
5 step 126 Select Focused Video Program Tile], and the still picture is displayed 
as display of still picture identified by the representative identifier [Figure 5 Step 
128 Retrieve Display Imagery]. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SAHAR A. BAIG whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3005. The examiner can normally be reached on 4/5/9. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571 -272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Chris Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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